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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 102 

2. Claims 1, 3, 6-12, 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
McAlister et al. , Patent No. 6,42 1 ,672. 

As per claims 1 and 10, McAllister et al. teach a method for disambiguating search 
results (see abstract) comprising: 

retrieving multiple database entries (multiple listings, col. 2, line 42-51) responsive to a 
database search, wherein the retrieved database entries include a plurality of common data fields 
(primary key and secondary data fields, col. 2, lines 53 and 60; and col. 5, line 6). 

processing the retrieved database entries (Fig 1, element 12) according to predetermined 
speech interface criteria (pronunciation rules, col. 5, line 23), said processing step including at 
lease one processing task selected from a group consisting of determining whether data items 
within said common data fields are able to be accurately pronounced by a speech interface, 
excluding data fields of the retrieved database entries having common data items . . ., (see col. 7, 
lines 46-63); 

selecting at least one data field (location field, col. 3, line 45) from the 
plurality of common data fields for uniquely identifying each retrieved 
database entry; 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/08 1 ,502 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2654 

and presenting, through the speech interface (speech signal), data items corresponding to 
the selected data field for each retrieved database entry (see col. 5, lines 49-54), wherein 

said speech interface is used in conjunction with a system in which said database search 
is performed (see Fig. 1, field 34a and col. 7, lines 63-67), and 

wherein said speech interface provides users of said system with an interface for 
searching for information contained within a database in which said database search was 
conducted and with an interface for audibly receiving results of said database search, (see col. 9, 
lines 37-67). 

As per claims 6 and 15, McAllister et al. teach a method for disambiguating search 
results (see abstract) comprising: 

retrieving multiple database entries (multiple listings, col. 2, line 42-51) responsive to a 
database search, wherein the retrieved database entries include a plurality of common data fields 
(primary key and secondary data fields, col. 2, lines 53 and 60; and col. 5, line 6). 

processing the retrieved database entries (Fig 1, element 12) according to predetermined 
speech interface criteria (pronunciation rules, col. 5, line 23), said processing step including at 
lease one processing task selected from a group consisting of determining whether data items 
within said common data fields are able to be accurately pronounced by a speech interface, 
excluding data fields of the retrieved database entries having common data items . . ., (see col. 7, 
lines 46-63); 

selecting at least one data field (location field, col. 3, line 45) from the 
plurality of common data fields for uniquely identifying each retrieved 
database entry; 
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and querying as to which one of said common data fields, which uniquely identify each 
of said retrieved database entries, is to be used to disambiguate said retrieves database entries, . . . 
(see col 3, lines 34-54 and Fig. 1). 

As per claims 2, 9, 1 1, 18, McAllister et al. teach a method wherein said processing step 
comprises excluding, form said selecting step, data fields of said retrieved database entries 
having common data items, (see col. 2, lines 52-65). 

As per claims 3, 7, 12, 16, McAllister et al. teach a method wherein the processing step 
further comprises: 

detecting content within data fields of said retrieved database entries data items that are 
not able to accurately pronounced using the speech interface, (see Fig. 6, block ". . .listings with 
exceptional Pronunciations"); 

excluding from said selecting step data fields having content that is not able to be 
pronounced using the speech interface, . . ., (see col. 4, lines 23-25, "... eliminate unlikely 
pronunciations.") 

As per claims 8 and 17, McAllister et al. teach a method comprising: 

receiving a user input specifying a data item associated with said selected data filed to 

disambiguate said retrieved database entries, (see col. 3, lines 55-65); 

presenting through the speech interface, data items associated with said selected data 

field for each said retrieved database entry, wherein the presenting step audibly presents a list . . ., 

(see col. 3, lines 55-65 and col. 3, line 66 to col. 4, line 21). 
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3. Claims 4-5, 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McAllister et al. in view of Gilai et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,256,630. 

As per claim 4, McAllister et al. disclose all the limitations of claim 1, upon which claim 
4 depends. McAllister et al. fail to explicitly teach "determining a data from said plurality of 
common data fields having data item with a smallest average length." However, this feature is 
well known in the art as evidenced by Gilai et al. which disclose a database accessing system and 
method comprising the step of determining a data from said plurality of common data fields 
having data item with a smallest average length, (see col. 12, part b). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the determining step 
of Gilai et al. in the processing step of McAllister et al. because Gilai et al. teach one of ordinary 
skill in the art the benefit of determining data fields having data item with a small average length 
to improve the accuracy and efficiency of the retrieval process. 

As per claim 5, McAllister et al. and Gilai et al. disclose all the limitations of 
claim 3, upon which claim 5 depends. Gilai et al further teach excluding data fields having data 
items that exceed a predetermined maximum threshold . . ., (see col. 12, part c and col. 7, lines 
55-60). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use the similarity method of Gilai et al. (which meets the claimed limitation of 
"empirical analysis of relative ease") to improve the accuracy and efficiency of the retrieval 
process. 

As per claim 13, McAllister et al. disclose all the limitations of claim 12, upon 
which claim 13 depends. McAllister et al. fail to explicitly teach "determining a data from said 
plurality of common data fields having data item with a smallest average length." However, this 
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feature is well known in the art as evidenced by Gilai et al. which disclose a database accessing 
system and method comprising the step of determining a data from said plurality of common 
data fields having data item with a smallest average length, (see col. 12, part b). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
determining step of Gilai et al. in the processing step of McAllister et al. because Gilai et al. 
teach one of ordinary skill in the art the benefit of determining data fields having data item with a 
small average length to improve the accuracy and efficiency of the retrieval process. 

As per claim 14, McAllister et al. disclose all the limitations of claim 12, upon 
which claim 14 depends. McAllister et al. fail to explicitly teach excluding data fields having 
data items that exceed a predetermined maximum threshold . . . However, this feature is well 
known in the art as evidenced by Gilai et al. which disclose a database accessing system and 
method comprising the step of excluding data fields having data items that exceed a 
predetermined maximum threshold . . .(see col. 12, part c and col. 7, lines 55-60). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
similarity method of Gilai et al. (which meets the claimed limitation of "empirical analysis of 
relative ease") to improve the accuracy and efficiency of the retrieval process. 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments filed June 1 5, 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicants argued that McAllister "fails to provide any specific teaching regarding the 
manner in which secondary characteristics are to be processed relevant to one another". The 
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examiner cannot concur because McAllister et al., col. 7 lines 36 to col. 8 lines 43, clearly states 
in which manner the secondary information are to be processed, for example to distinguish 
between multiple listings 

Applicants argued that McAllister et al. fail "to provide specific teachings (other than 
rudimentary ones) regarding the presentation of item to the users". This is irrelevant because this 
argument is not directed to specific limitations in the claims. Further, McAlister et al. teach 
presenting the information to the user using, for example, WAV or MP3 file format. 

Other arguments are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection and/or rationale. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdelali Serrou whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7638. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday Through Friday 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571) 272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 
273-8300. 

6. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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